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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the filing on 01/03/08. 
Claims 1-35 are pending in the apphcation. 

Response to Argument 

2. This is in response to arguments in Remarks filed on 01/03/08. 

- With regards to the argument of the rejection under 35 USC 1 12, second paragraph: It 
should be noted that Applicants have argued that the reference of Hohndel provides only a single 
control file and it does not teach "providing a plurality of control files". 

The evidence shows the claims and the specification are inconsistent. Therefore, the 
rejection for this issue is maintained. 

- With regard to the argument to the rejection under the references of Hohndel and IBM 
RedBook: It should be noted that YaST is a stand-alone tool, embedded in various computer 
systems and used to load a software platform onto a computer system. As introduced by Novell, 
it defines: 

- Control files are the configuration files that define all the aspects of your installation. 

- Rules can be used to configure a system based on system attributes by merging multiple 
control files. 
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- Classes are defined in a control file, and represent a configuration which is typical for a 
group of systems. 

In the Hohndel reference, it describes YaST. It mixed the discussion of control file and 
configuration file . Hohndel provides a control file (customized configuration file) used to install 
SUSE 6.2 into a standard PC. It should be noted that a control file is only a file that can be 
created or generated as many as needed. 

IBM uses the YaST from Novell (IBM admitted so). To load software platform such as 
software for a series of S/390 platforms, YaST uses another control file suitable to the 
requirement of the S/390 platforms. 

Applicants amending and claim, 

"providing a plurality of control files (not seen in the specification), each control file pertaining 
to a different particular software platform and having entries of computer system identifiers 
pertaining to the particular software platform", and then Applicants argued that Hohndel has only 
"one single control file" and Applicants argued neither Hohndel nor Redbooks teach, ''providing 
a plurality of control files, each control file pertaining to a different particular software platform 
and having entries of computer system identifiers pertaining to the particular software 
platform". 

Examiner disagrees. It should be YaST is the same tool that creates as many "controls 
files" as it could. For a PC and for a series of S/390 platforms, each of these computers requires a 
control file that is the same as to the claims. Therefore is no difference. 
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The references show YaST is as the same Tool that uses different control files to load 
different types of software onto different types of computer systems. The claims read on the act 
performed by YaST. As every ordinary in the art knows that a PC is a platform that is different 
from a series of S/390; and the each of S/390 platform would not be exactly the same in term of 
"series". The reference shows a Control file on a PC has entries to identify its software used to 
load on the PC. One of control files used by YaST in the series of S/390 has the entries for 
identifying software pertaining to the S/390 platform. By combining the references, it addresses 
the added features of the claims. It should be noted that the amendment necessitated new 
grounds of rejections presenting in this action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 



4. Claims 1-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 1-35 : The Claims recite "providing a plurality of control files" clearly is contradicted to 
the specification that describes only "providing a control file". Since the claims attempt to use a 
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different language used in the reference and then participates in an argument, it should use the 
claimed language consistent to the specification. Accordingly, it does not know what its function 
and what its purpose are. Recitation "providing a plurality of control files" is indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over YaST tool 

as disclosed by Hohndel et al, "Automated Installation of Linux Systems Using YAST", 1999 
(Hereinafter: YaSTl), and by RedBooks, "e-Business Intelligence: Leveraging DB2 For Linux 
on S/390" (Hereinafter: YaST2). 

Given the broadest reasonable interpretation of followed claims in light of the specification. 
As per Claim 1 : YaST discloses. 
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A method for installing a software platform onto a computer system, comprising the following 
steps: 

With regard to: 

designating, by a user (YaST 1, See User/ Administrator in the reference), a computer system 
and a software platform of a plurality of software platforms to be installed on the designated 
computer system using a graphical user interface (refer to YaST too\);and 

With regard to: 

- querying the control file of the particular software platform corresponding to the software 
platform designated by the user to identify an entry having computer system identifiers that 
pertain to the designated computer system (YaST 1 : See p. 262, right coL, paragraph 6, "now 
the control file. . .", see 263, section IP Definition and Installation Source). 

With regard to: 

- ''providing a plurality of control files, each control file pertaining to a different particular 
software platform and having entries of computer system identifiers pertaining to the 
particular software platform" 

See YaSTl : show rc.config generated for a particularly platform ps2, i.e. with a sequence of 
entries (p.263). A particular software platform such as SuSE62 is identified and installed onto 
the ps2. 

On the other hand. See YaST2: p. 57-59: it uses YaST to generate a plurality of configuration 
files (p. 73) to install various Linux software into an S/390 series. 
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Both Hohndel (YaSTl), and Redbook(YaST2) do not explicitly discloses "a plurality of control 
files", but each of its different control file is pertaining to a different particular software platform 
such as SUSE62 for PC2 (Hohndel). and Linux for S/390 (Redbook ). 

It would be obvious to an ordinary in the art at the time of the filing, would see each 
different software platform is installed onto each different computer platform using entries 
specified for each of software and hardware platform accordingly. It would be obvious to use a 
plurality of control files, where each control file is pertaining to a different particular software 
platform and having entries of computer system identifiers pertaining to the particular software 
platform, for conforming to a requirement of the types of operating system platform, provided 
with each particular computer platform, and as it is seen each of control files is created 
differently for matching the required type of platforms, by the same YaST tool. 

As per Claim 2 : YaST discloses. The method of claim 1, further comprising the subsequent steps 
of: creating a boot disk; and loading the designated software platform onto the designated 
computer system using the boot disk (YaST 1 : See p. 262, text under "Changes To Be Done On 
The Boot Disk"). 

As per Claim 3 : YaST discloses. The method of claim 1, wherein the designating step comprises 
the steps of: entering particular computer system identifiers into the interface; and selecting a 
particular software platform using the interface (YaST 1 : See p. 262, text under "Changes To Be 
Done On The Boot Disk": In this reference the selected software platform is "Linux"). 
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As per Claim 4 : YaST discloses, The method of claim 3, wherein the entering step comprises the 
steps of: entering a particular computer model identifier into the interface; and entering a 
particular computer submodel identifier into the interface (YaST 1 : See whole p.263). 

As per Claim 5 : YaST discloses, The method of claim 1, wherein the entries in the control file 
further comprise support data (YaST 1 : See whole p.263: Examiner note: limitation recites only 
mere data in a file). 

As per Claim 6 : YaST discloses. The method of claim 5, wherein the support data comprises 
licensing data and technical data (YaST 1 : See whole p.263: Examiner note: limitation recites 
only mere data in a file). 

As per Claim 7 : YaST discloses. The method of claim 5, further comprising the step of 
displaying the support data from the identified entry (YaST 1 : All configuration data shown in p. 
262-263 present means for displaying. Furthermore see "Linux": It should be note that all 
Windows has means for displaying). 

As per Claim 8 : YaST discloses. The method of claim 7, wherein the designated software 
platform is installed onto the computer system based upon the support data (YaST 1 : See whole 
p.263: see title). 

As per Claim 9 : YaST discloses claim 9 (See rationale discussed in claim 1 above). 

As per Claim 10 : YaST discloses. The method of claim 9, further comprising the step of 
displaying the support data corresponding to the identified entry (YaST 1 : See p.263. the content 
in the control file: e.g. displaying). 
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As per Claim 1 1 : YaST discloses, The method of claim 10, wherein the software platform is 
installed based upon the displayed support data (In this case: refer the term "Installation of 
Linux"). 

As per Claim 12 : YaST discloses, The method of claim 9, wherein the support data comprises 
licensing data and technical data (YaST 1 : See p.263, the content in the control file). 

As per Claim 13 : YaST discloses. The method of claim 9, wherein the computer system 
identifiers comprise a computer model identifier and a computer sub model identifier (YaST 1 : 
See p.263, the content in the control file includes the settings such as AUTO NET, AUTO 
NAMESERVER, AUTO NAME, etc.). 

As per Claim 14 : YaST discloses claim 14 (See rationale discussed in claim 1 above). 

As per Claim 15 : YaST discloses. The method of claim 14, wherein the support data comprises 
licensing data and technical data (YaST 1 : p. 263, see the information in the control file 
including the settings). 

As per Claim 16 : YaST discloses Claim 16 (See rationale discussed in claim 1 above). 

As per Claim 17 : YaST discloses. The system of claim 16, wherein the interface comprises: an 
entry system for entering computer system identifiers; and a selection system for selecting a 
software platform (YaST 1: See p. 263, information in control file and settings). 

As per Claim 18 : YaST discloses. The system of claim 16, wherein the computer system 
identifiers comprise a computer model identifier and a computer sub model identifier (YaST 1 : 
See p. 263, information in control file and settings). 
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As per Claim 19 : YaST discloses, The system of claim 16, wherein the control file comprises 
entries, and wherein each entry includes computer system identifiers and support data (YaST 1 : 
See p. 263, information in control file and settings). 

As per Claim 20 : YaST discloses. The system of claim 19, further comprising a display system 
for displaying the support data from the identified entry (YaST 1 : See p. 263, information in 
control file and settings are displayable). 

As per Claim 21 : YaST discloses. The system of claim 19, wherein the selected software 
platform is loaded onto the computer system based upon the displayed support data (In this case, 
refer to installation disclosed in the reference). 

As per Claim 22 : YaST discloses. The system of claim 16, wherein the selected software 
platform is an operating system (In this case, refer to Linux, an operating system). 

As per Claim 23 : YaST discloses Claim 23 (See Examiner's rationale addressed in Claim 1). 

As per Claim 24 : YaST discloses Claim 24, wherein the entry system and the selection system 
comprise an interface (See Examiner's rationale addressed in Claim 17). 

As per Claim 25 : YaST discloses Claim 25, wherein the computer system identifiers comprise a 
computer model identifier and a computer submodel identifier (See Examiner's rationale 
addressed in Claim 18). 

As per Claim 26 : YaST discloses Claim 26, wherein the control file comprises entries, and 
wherein each entry includes a computer model identifier, a computer submodel identifier, and 
support data. 

(See Examiner's rationale addressed in Claim 19). 
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As per Claim 27 : YaST discloses Claim 21, further comprising a display system for displaying 
the support data from the identified entry (See Examiner's rationale addressed in Claim 20). 

As per Claim 28 : YaST discloses Claim 28, wherein the selected software platform is installed 
onto the computer system based upon the displayed support data (See Examiner's rationale 
addressed in Claim 8). 

As per Claim 29 : YaST discloses Claim 29 (See Examiner's rationale addressed in Claims 16, 
20). 

As per Claim 30 : YaST discloses Claim 30 (See Examiner's rationale addressed in Claim 16). 
As per Claim 3 1 : YaST discloses Claim 31 (See Examiner's rationale addressed in Claim 17). 
As per Claim 32 : YaST discloses Claim 32 (See Examiner's rationale addressed in Claim 18). 
As per Claim 33 : YaST discloses Claim 33 (See Examiner's rationale addressed in Claim 19). 
As per Claim 34 : YaST discloses Claim 34 (See Examiner's rationale addressed in Claim 20). 
As per Claim 35 : YaST discloses Claim 35 (See Examiner's rationale addressed in Claim 16). 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ted T. Vo whose telephone number is (571) 272-3706. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM to 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wei Y. Zhen can be reached on (571) 272-3708. 

The facsimile number for the organization where this apphcation or proceeding is 
assigned is the Central Facsimile number 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist: 571-272-2100. Information regarding the status of 
an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR 
or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private 
PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
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Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

TTV 

March 19, 2008 



/Ted T. Vo/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2191 



